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DETAILED ACTION 

The following action is in response to the response filed February 1 , 2008. Claims 1 , 3- 
7, 9-13, and 15-18 are pending and have been considered below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following Is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary sl<ill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-18 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Saidenberg et al. (US 2004/0003347) in view of the article 'Using Stylesheets' by 
Michael Kav (hereinafter Kay). 

Claims 1 , 7, and 13: Saidenberg discloses a system and method for displaying a user 
interface according to user interface properties carried in a style sheet, comprising: 

a. retrieving the style sheet having user interface properties (page 12, paragraph 

96); 

b. retrieving software instructions(sequences of instructions) to be executed on a 
client machine (page 5, paragraph 48); 

c. retrieving a script for providing said software instructions access to the style 
sheet (page 12, paragraph 98); 
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d. executing said software instructions on tine client macliine, said software 
instructions calling the script to retrieve user interface properties, said software 
instructions, when executed, displaying a user interface screen in accordance with the 
retrieved user interface properties (page 12, paragraph 100). 

Saidenberq discloses supporting Java applets including sequences of 
instructions provided in accordance with JavaScript (page 5, paragraph 48), but does 
not explicitly disclose the software instructions are disposed a Java applet. Kay 
discloses a similar system for displaying a user interface according to user interface 
properties carried in a style sheet that further discloses using instructions disposed in a 
Java applet that apply a given style sheet to an XML document (page 5). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to dispose the software instructions that access a style sheet in Saidenberq . 
One would have been motivated to dispose the instructions in a Java applet in order to 
save resources on the server by performing the instructions on the client machine. 

Claims 2, 8, and 14: Cancelled 

Claims 3, 9, and 15: Saidenberq and Kav disclose a system and method for displaying 
a user Interface according to user interface properties carried in a style sheet as In 
Claims 1, 7, and 13 above, and Saidenberq further discloses: 
a. the script Is a JavaScript (page 12, paragraph 96). 
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Claims 4, 10, and 16: Saidenberg and Kay disclose a system and method for displaying 
a user interface according to user interface properties carried in a style sheet as in 
Claims 3, 9, and 15 above, and Kay further discloses the Java applet utilizes a Jaya- 
JavaScript API to call the JavaScript (page 4). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize a Java- 
JavaScript API to call the JavaSchpt in Saidenberg. One would have been motivated to 
enable the applet to use a Java-JavaScript API to call the JavaScript in view of the fact 
the API is used to support requests for services, and Java is a widely used 
programming language throughout the internet and World Wide Web (WWW). 

Claims 5, 1 1 , and 17: Saidenberg and Kay disclose a system and method for displaying 
a user interface according to user interface properties carried in a style sheet as in 
Claims 1, 7, and 13 above, and Saidenberg further discloses: 

a. a portal application server for delivering the style sheet, the script, and the 
software instructions (page 12, paragraph 100). 

Claims 6, 12, and 18: Saidenberg discloses a system and method for displaying a user 
interface according to user interface properties carried in a style sheet as in Claims 1 , 7, 
and 1 3 above, and Saidenberg further discloses: 

a. the portal application server generates HTML having user interface 
components and associates the generated HTML with the style sheet, the system 
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further comprising: a browser for displaying tine user interface components according to 
the style sheet (page 4, paragraph 35/page 12, paragraph 100). 



Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed February 1 , 2008 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Claims 1, 7, and 13: Applicant argues, "The Examiner has not factually 
established that the software instructions in Saidenberg also call a script to retrieve user 
interface properties." It is respectfully submitted that Saidenberg discloses the limitation 
as claimed above. Saidenberg discloses software instructions, which broadly 
interpreted may be a browser for instance. The software instructions in Saidenberg 
Include a javascript file which identifies which stylesheet to load in the application. The 
Kay reference is relied upon to teach the limitation of when the software instructions are 
disposed In a Java applet. Kay is similar in the sense that it is a system which uses a 
Java Applet to call a stylesheet in a browser. In response to applicant's argument that 
the Examiner's asserted benefit for the combination is factually unsupported, the 
applicant is directed to the motivation provided by Kay, "the transformation will run on 
the client machine, which saves resources on the server, " and the fact that applicant 
has recognized another advantage which would flow naturally from following the 
suggestion of the prior art cannot be the basis for patentability when the differences 
would otherwise be obvious. See Ex parte Obiaya, 227 USPQ 58, 60 (Bd. Pat. App. & 
Inter. 1985). 
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Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of tine extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to OMAR ABDUL-ALI whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1694. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fn(Alternate Fridays 
Off) 8:30 - 6:00 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding tine status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated Information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



OAA /Stephen S. Hong/ 

6/04/2008 Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 

Unit 2178 



